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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicant argued Griesbach does not disclose a continuous web of 
substantially constant thickness packaging material with strip length being secured transversely to the running length of 
said web of packaging material along the strip top edge and being substantially unsecured along its bottom edge, 
which can be seen in Figure 3. Applicant proposed amending the claims to inlcude "a plurality of discrete strips of 
substantially contant thickness flexible material" along with other proposed amendments to overcome the Griesbach 
reference, which Examiner acknowledged does not disclose a plurality of strips at discrete intervals. 
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